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Fields’s challenge to the entry of his guilty plea fails because the state

determination was not contrary to nor an unreasonable application of Boykin v.
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1  Boykin v. Alabama, 395 U.S. 238 (1969).

2  Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668 (1984).

2

Alabama,1 as 28 U.S.C. § 2254(d) would require for a writ.  He got the advice

Boykin requires.    

Fields’s challenge to his conviction based on counsel’s putative

ineffectiveness also fails because the state court determination was not contrary to

nor an unreasonable application of Strickland v. Washington,2 as 28 U.S.C. §

2254(d) would require for a writ.  The defense theory, that counsel failed to

investigate, would have been of no help to Fields.  It is not a defense to the crimes

charged that the victims were crack addicts, were acquaintances of Fields, had

promised to exchange sex for crack, or on other occasions participated in

consensual sex with him.   Nor does Fields make a colorable showing that he was

incompetent to enter a plea and that his lawyer should have known of his

incompetence.  All he showed was that he was taking prescribed medication to

improve his mental state.  He did not show that he was so impaired that he was

incompetent to enter a plea.  Nor did he show that his lawyer knew of any alleged

incompetence.

AFFIRMED
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